Atty. Dkt. No. 066243-0239 (141223) 
REMARKS 



Claims l^wcrepcndrnginfteappUcation. Claims .9-22 a,, cancelled 

claunsmwew of the following remarics. 8 

US Pa^ "H**"***"**" U -S.C >03 as being unpatentable, the 
U.S.P^ No. 6,788,967 t oBcn-Hai m e t a, • (herein the Ben-Hai m et a,. re fe r ence) in 

Oc«ober9, 2007. Apphcant argues ftat 4e Examiner errors in alleging mat the 
^^^■^^^^^^^^^ 

Claim 1 ^tesasystemftatcompriscsoncormoreptobesconfignredtobe 
pos-boned ^aheartofapahcn.aprocessorconm.unicabvelyconpledton.eoncor 
morcprobes, theprocessor being used to process elecMcal infonna6on pertaining to the 

*eheart ; , m a g eprocessing t oo,s which are used by me processor to mampulate the 
■mage; and a macro 4a, when activated causes tire system to ac q uire a final vitals 

Tie Examiner is in error because the Ben-Haim et al. reference does no. disclose 

^rr a r' and,0S,0PreMrdin8deCttCali — -Rehear,,™; 
m-ordancew-mactivation/ternthtationofan^ 
mcludeac^on.Ka^.theBen-Haintctal.referenceme.elyrecitesaa,^ 
Z^ZTZ? iSm ^ fa — --'^ved^anECOtnonitor, 
S^Co ,7 ^ 20-25. Thus.nteBen-Hahnetal.referencedescribesactivatingt.nagc 
^"^-^-^eECOtnonttor . ^ is no mention oZf 
ftnC,10n m reSponse to ■<*«■« as alleged by the Examiner. 
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Also, the Examiner admits that the Ben-Haim et al. reference does not disclose 
also "printing a report" in response to activating the macro, as recited in claim 1 . See 
page 3 - Final Office Action dated October 9, 2007. 

Accordingly, the Ben-Haim et al. reference does not disclose the patentable 
subject matter of claim 1. A review of the other references fails to correct this error. 
Accordingly, the Examiner is an error to allege that the combination of cited references 
discloses the patentable subject matter of claim 1. Reconsideration and allowance of 
claim 1 is respectfully requested. Accordingly, reconsideration and allowance of claim 1 
is respectfully requested. 

Claims 2-7 depend either directly or indirectly from claim 1, and are believed 
allowable for at least the same reasons that claim 1 is believed allowable. 

Claim 8 recites a computer based system that comprises, among other things, a 
macro that when activated causes the system to acquire a final vitals measurement of the 
heart, print a report, and to stop recording electrical information of the heart. For reasons 
similar to those described above, the Examiner is in error to indicate that the combination 
of cited references discloses the patentable subject matter of claim 8. Accordingly, 
reconsideration and allowance of claim 8 is respectfully requested. 

Claims 9- 13 depend either directly or indirectly from claim 8, and are believed 
allowable for at least the same reasons that claim 8 is believed allowable. 

Claim 14 as amended recites a system that comprises, among other things, image 
processing tools to manipulate the image, the image processing tools including a 
segmentation tool to isolate an area of interest in the image from other portions of the 
image, and a contour tracking tool operable to trace an external surface of a structure on 
parallel planes using a cursor. 

The Examiner is in error to allege that the combination of references teaches the 
patentable subject matter of claim 14. As admitted by the Examiner, the Ben-Haim et al. 
reference does not disclose a segmentation tool to isolate an area of interest in the image 
from other portions of the image, and a contour tracking tool operable to trace an external 
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surface of a structure on parallel planes using a cursor. See page 3 of Office Action dated 
October 9, 2007. 

The Gilboa et al reference discloses measuring a location of a catheter tip at a 
described location and measuring the location of the tip during a cardiac cycle to define a 
direction of movement of the tissue. See paragraph 215. Thus, the Gilboa et al. reference 
teaches tracking the location of the tip of the catheter from the acquired image data. The 
Gilboa et al. reference also discloses acquiring ultrasound image data to construct a 3D 
model of a cavity. See paragraph 216 through 217. Thus, the 3D model is generated 
from the acquired ultrasound data. There is no description of a cursor to trace the model. 
Accordingly, the Gilboa et al reference does not describe "a contour tracking tool 
operable to trace an external surface of a structure on parallel planes using a cursor," as 
recited in claim 14. There is no description of using a cursor to trace a structure. 
Moreover, the Gilboa et al. reference does not disclose using a cursor to trace the external 
surface on parallel planes. For at least the above-described reasons, the Examiner errors 
because the cited combination of prior art does not teach the patentable subject matter of 
claim 14. Reconsideration and allowance of claim 14 is respectfully requested. 

Claims 15-18 depend either directly or indirectly from claim 14, and are believed 
allowable for at least the same reasons that claim 14 is believed allowable. 

CONCLUSION 

Applicant believes that the present application is in condition for allowance. 
Favorable reconsideration of the application as amended is respectfully requested in view 
of the foregoing remarks. 

No fee is believed due with this communication. Yet, the Commissioner is 
hereby authorized to charge any additional fees which may be required regarding this 
application to Deposit Account No. 070845. If any additional extensions of time are 
needed for timely acceptance of papers submitted herewith, Applicant hereby petitions 
for such extension and authorizes payment of any such extension fees to Deposit Account 
No. 070845. 
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The Examiner is invited to contact the undersigned by telephone at 262-548-4654 
if it is felt that a telephone interview would advance the prosecution of the present 
application. 



Date: December 1 0 1 7007 

GE Healthcare 
Customer No. 61604 




jbmitted, 



illiam fj 
Registration No. 53' 
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